





MAY IT PLEASE YOUR HONOR:

Before the Court proceeds with the consideration of
the public aspect of the unfortunate incident now'before it
I respectfully ask permission to present the following state-
ment.

At the request of a number of the members of the Bar
Mr. Jacob I. Cohen and myself, as mutual friends of Mr. Mack-
all and Mr. Stockbridge, assumed the duty of investigating the
mat ter, without presuming to anticipate any independent in-
vestigation which the Court might think proper to make, but
with special reference to an honorable adjustment of the per-
sonal relations of the parties.

We first received the statements of Mr. Mackall and
Mr. Stockbridge, and afterwards that of Mr. William Shepfard
Bryan,Jr., who was present and a witness to the event.

It appears that Mr. Stockbridge and Mr. Mackall
represented antagonistic interests in a street case and were
around the trial table in this Court, engaged in an effort, in
conjunction with the City Solicitor, to bring about a settle-
ment between their respecti?e clients and the City, They
were not engaged in the trial of the case and the Court was
oceupied with other business. Mr. Bryan presented to Mr.
Stockbridge a proposed settlement which had been agreed to by
Mr. Mackall, and Mr. Stockbridge then made a statement which
Mr., Bryan says was in the following language: "Mr. Bryan., I
"will not agree to that settlement because it is an attempt
Yon the part of certain parties to take money out of my cli-

"ents' pockets and put it into theirs". The recollection of

'.‘



neither Mr. Mackall nor Mr. Stockbridge agrees with Mr. Bryan
as to the exact language used, the former thinking that the

words "deliberate scheme" were used, and the 1attey thinking

v
/

that he used some such expression as that "it would amount to

taking money, ete.". Mr., Mackall assuming that the language
was intended to reflect upon his professional conduct retorted
with the language "That is a lie". The statement and retort
were both made in a moderate tone and were not overheard by
the Court. In response to Mr. Mackall's retort Mr. Stock-
bridge struck Mr, Mackall, who rose to his feet and seized

; Mr., Stockbridge, when Mr. Bryan interfered and the incident
was closed.

Aftor a full review of all the circumstances the
following adjustment was agreed to and consummated to ;he full
gatisfaction of both parties so far as the personal relations
were concerned. Mr. Stockbridge assured Mr. Mackall that his
language was not intended to reflect in any way upon the honor
or integrity of either Mr. Mackall or the clients under his
control. Mr. Mackall, thereupon, withdrew his language and
expressed his regret that he had made use of it and Mr. Stock-
bridge then expressed his regret that he had on his part made
use of language which was capable of béing misunderstood.

Without seeking for a moment to palliate the offense
so far as the Court is concerned, and without presuming in
any way to express an opinion as to the treatment of the mat-
ter by the Court we take the liberty of saying that we can
ourselves only account for such conduct on the part of two
members of the Bar who have contributed so much to the honor
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of the profession and who have always so punctiliously upheld
its dignity, by supposing, that because they were not engaged
in the trial of the case they forgot their presence in the

Nart wanm. The other features of the case are somewhat

unusual, and both partiés seem to have had brought to bear
upon them, at least in their own judgment, the utmost tempta-
tion which high spirited men are called upon to face. While
this fact cannot excuse, it at least explains behavior so
inconsistent with their dignified and useful professional
careers.

Mr. Mackall and Mr. Stockbridge will, of course,
personally present their public apologies to the Court,
It can then only be determined by your Honor whether the
public mortification to which they have been subject and which
is accentuated by the exceptionally formal character of this
occasion is a sufficient punishment and sufficiently vindi=~
cates the dignity of the Court or whether further action
should be taken.

J. I. COHEN.

FRANCIS K. CAREY.
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May it please your Honor

Before the Court proceeds with the consideration of the pub-

lic aspect of the unfortunate incident now before it I respectfully

- | ;
ask permission to present the following statement.

At the request of a number of the members of the Bar Mr.
Jacob I Cohen and myself, as mutual friends of Lir. Mackall and Mr.
Stockbridge, assumed the duty of investigating the nntter, without
presuming to ahticipate any independent investigation which the

Court might think proper to make, but with special reference to an

honorable adjustment of the personal relations of the parties.

We first received the statements of Mr. Mackall and Mr.

Stockbridge and afterwards that of Mr., William Sheppard Bryan, Jr.,

-who was present and a witness to the skbawe cvent.

It appears that Mr. Stockbridge and Mr. Mackall represented

antagonistic interestgin a street case and waqieaetednet the trial

table in this Court, engased in an effort, in conjunction with the
City Solicitor, to bring about a settlement between their respec-
tive clients and the City; They were not engaged in the trial of
the case and the Court was occupied with other business. Mr.
Bryan presented to Mr. Stockbridge a proposed settlement which had
been agreed to by Mr. Mackall, and Mr., Stockbridge thar#nade a
_statement which Mr, Bryan says was in the fOlloW1nd language :
'Mr. Bryan, I wilkx not agree to that settlement because it is an
attempt on the part of certain parties to take money out of my
clients pockets and put it into theirs". The recollection of

neither Mr. Mackall nor Mr. Stockbridge agrees with Mr. Bryan as %o

the exact language used, the forrer thinking that the words "de-

-\liberate scheme" were used and the latter vhinking that he used

some such expression as that "it would auount to taking money,etec."
] .
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Mr. Mackall assuming that the language was intended to refleet upon
his professional conduct retorted with the language "That is a

1ie"., The statement and retort were both made in a moderate tone

—————and were not overheard by the Court. In response to lir. Mackall's
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retort Mr, Stockbridse struck Mr. Mackall, who rose to his feet $o~—

wetariate, when Mr, Bryan interfered and the incident was closed.
After a full review of all the ceircumstances the following
adjustment was agreed to and consunnat&éh to the full satisfaction

of both parties so far as the personal relations were concerned.
Mr., Stockbridge assured Mr., Mackall that his language was not in-

tended to refleet in any way upon the honor or integrity‘of either
Mr, Mackall or the clients under his control. Mr. Mackall, there-
upon, withdrew his. language and expressed his regret that he had

made use of it and Mr, Stockbridge then expfessed his regret that :

he had on his part made use of language which was capable of being

misunder stood.

Without seeking for a moment to palliate the offense so far
as the Court is concerned, and without presuming in any way to ex-
Press an opinion as to the treatment of the matter by the Court we

take the liberty of saying that we can ourselves only account for

such conduct on the part of two members of the Bar who have con-
tributed so much to the honor of the profession and who have élwaYs
so punctilioasly upheld its dignity, by supposing, that because

they were not engaged in the trisl of the case they forgot their

The other features of the case are

somewhat unusual, and both parties seem t0 have prou-ht $t0 bear

e

the utmost temptation
which high spirited men are called upon to

face. While this fact
cannot W _excusel,

it at least explains behavior so inconsistent
With their dignified and useful professional carecers.
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tﬁiesent their public apologies to the Court.

7
Mr. Mackall and Mr.

Stockbridge will, of course, persqnally

It can then only

be determined by your Honor whether the public mortification to
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T0 THE HONORABLE THE JUDGES OF THE SUPREME BENCH :

We the undersigned, who have acted as Counsel for

{Messrs. Mackall and Stockbridge in filing their answers in

|
—..the matter before your Honors, beg leave to make the fol-

' lowing suggestions @
Those answers have set forth what followed in the
City Court after the action of the Supreme Bench,-—
1lst, the reading to the Court of the statement of
facts prepared by members of the bar acting as amici curise,
2nd the frank and full apologies made by Messrs.
Mackall and Stockbridge,
38 the severe reprimand delivered by the Court.
| But there is another circumstance attending this
‘matter which is not set forth in the answers and which we
ifeel at liberty to call to your Honors' notice. And thlf;‘
is the unusual and painful degree of publicity which has
been given to this unfortunate affair through f?equent and
sometimes highly exaggerated publicaticns in the daily pa-
. pers of this City, and in fact, through briefer notices
in the papers of other cities. To sensitive and honora-
' ble gentlemen like those whoée case is now before your

Honors such publicity and notoriety are of themselves a

ﬁmost trying and peinful consequence of the offense commit-

ted. Your Honors will doubtless bear in mind how severe
' a penalty has thus already been suffered, and we respect-

fully urge that if possible such a disposition of the case



be made as to prevent further mortification of the same na-

ture being inflicted upon the gentlemen before you.
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: BERORR TIT SUPREME RN OF SALTIMORE CITY.
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:\‘ 1% THE MATTER . ?:
‘. T T ey s v vl e .. e 3% . ”
| THOMAS B« HACKALL and

|

HENRY STOCKBRIDGE,Jr.

Mo THE HONORABLE THE JUDGES OF THE SUPREME BEICH
| 07 PALTTIORE CITY 1 -

i The separasie Answer of HENRY STOCKBRINGE, Jr,, %o the rule
m("*ma Suprome Bench of Baltimore City, passed on the seventeenth

| @isordsrly conduet and breash of ihe peace in apen Court, to wit,

the said Daltimore Ciiy Gourt, on the fourteanth day of January, in

| the year eightesn landred and ninely-six,* vespesetfully shows !

1.
i ~ That on the seventzenth dey of Jamuary, in the year ais!ﬁam ié
. hundred and ninety-six, in obedience to a m:irimﬁon of his Honor, |
! | Judge Phelps, the Judge assigned to said Baltimore City Goust, this ;
” respondent presented himself st the ber of sald Bsliinore Oty
| Gourt, and thet in answer to the ststement made by Judge Pholps
| that he had referred the matter io ihis Honorable Wedy Dut that bo-
: fore pressnting the order passed thereby his would reeeive any per-
 sonal statomsnts or explenations whieh either of the parties con-

2 ' serned dssiredto make, My, Franeis X. Carey rose and presented to |

- 4he Court aon bWehalfl of himsell snd Mr. Jatodb I. Cohen a writien

m prepared citer eonference with uua wswmam ﬁn-, Thom- | |

| , [




' a8 B, Mackall and M. William Shappard Brysn, Jr.,, which of which
- statement 18 herewith filed as pari of this Answer marked "H,.S5.Jr.,
| Behibit Wo. 1. |

| IT.
e mt this respondent,; in anawer Lo a rile 10 show esuge
go Tar as the same relates to the ﬁnegaﬁ public mishehavior, Al
orderly confuct and breach of the peace in open Court" by this re-
spondent respectfully refera to 1he statement of facts contained
in said Bxhibit Yo. 1 and respeetfully prays that so much of said.

statoment as refers to what took place in said Baltimore City Court |

on said fourteemh @ay of Jumuary, sighteen Mundred and nineiy-six, |

‘may be taken as the mnswey of this respondent with roflerence there~

,wn

111,

That after said statement ma_bmn read by Mr. Carey and . |

Huokall had offered his apology to the Baliimore City Cowrt this re

Wmammtmmmnarmsfuﬁm:xmmaMﬂm

. assenbled audiende publiely rmde In substanee the followinzg stalo~
et

“ifay 1% please your Honor,

No one eun or has oceasion to
regret more deeply than myself the waloriurmie oceurrence of
Toesday morning last, Sinee I have enjoyed the honor of being
a membay of the bar it has been my constant aim to so Aemesn py~
8elf as to merit the respect of the bonch and the confidenes of
my fellow mombers of the bhar. Nothing eould have beon farther
from my purpose than the vielation of the decorum of thie Court,
and st11l less would I have beon guilty of anyihing like s do-~
liberate contenpt of the Jourt or disvegard of its dignity and
good order. 1 oun only sey that I regret most sincerely the
untoward affair and beg to present my most umble apology to e

O,
iv.
That after Mr. Mackall amd this respondent had thus presont~
(2} |




el their publie apologies w0 the Baltimore City Court his Honer,

Judpe Pholps, proeecded fo aduminister to M. Macksll and this re-
| #pondent a sevore ldguthabaad Hublle reprimand, in which his ‘iamr ?
| dissussed at length the conduct of Mr. HMaeksll and this respondent,

. and in language of the gravest and mosy formal kind charactorized
| this conduct in such a mamer as to subjeet Mr, Mackall and this
respondent to the utmost publiec humiliation which it is possible
- fov $his or any other judicial tribunal to inflict upon members of
the bar for such conduct. ;
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t That alter his Honor, Jugge Phelps, had hMMa

|
| mwm and e, Huskall Porupimevimessomewsew lc roud to this re-
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mt and Hrs lHaokall the m-m of shis Honorable Wm ﬂW"“
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MAY IT PLEASE YOUR HONOR:

Before the Court proceeds with the
consideration of the public aspect of the unfortunate incident
now before it, I respectifully ask permission to precent the
following statewent.

At the request of a number of the members of the Bar Mr.
dacob I.Cohen and myself, as mutuzl friends of Mr.lackall and
Mr.Stockbridge, assuwaed the duty of investigating the matter,
without presuming to anticipatie any independent investigation
which the Cowrt might think precper to make, but with special
reference to an honorable adjustuent of ihe personal rela-
tions of the parties.

We first received the ctatement of Mr.Mackall and‘Mr.
Stockbridge, and aftierwards that of Mr.William Sherpard Bryan
Jr. who was present and a witness to the event.

It avrears that Mr.Stockbridge and Mr.lackall represented
antagonistic interests in a street case and were arounc the
trial teble j5 ¢nis Court, engaged in an effort, in conjunc-
tion with the City Solicitor, to bring about a settlement be-
tween their respective eclients and the City. They were
not engaged in the trial of the case and the Court was occu-
pied with otihier business, Mr Bryan presented to Mr.Stock-
bridge a Trovosed éettlement wnich had teen agreed ta by Mr.
Mackall, and lr.Stockbridge then wade a statement which lr.
Bryan says was in the following languege, "Mr.Bryan, I will
not agree 1o that settlement because it is an attempt on the
rart of certain parties to take money out of my clients'pock-
ets and put it intc theirst. The recollection of neither

Mr.Mackall nor Mr.Stockbrid-e agrees with Mr.Bryan as to the

- &




exact language used, the forumer thinking that the words "de-
liverate scheuwe" were used, and the la ter thinking that he
used come csuchh expression as that "it would g@gggtrio tak-
ing money ete.t Mr.Mackall acssuming that the language was
intended to refleet upon his professional conduect retorted
'with the language "Thatl is a lie". The statement and retort
were both made in a moderate tone and were not overhezrd by
the Court. In response to Mr.Mackall's retort Mr.Stock-
bridge struck lir.lackall, who rose to his feet znd seized lr,.
Stockbridge, when Mr.Bryan interfered and the incident was
closed.

After a full review of all the circumstances the follow-

ing adjustuent was agreed to and consummated to the full sat-

isfaction of voth parties so far as the personal relations

were concerned. Mr.Stockbridge assured kr.lMackall that his
language was not intendeda to refleet in any way upon the nhon-
or or integrity of either Mr.iiackall or the clients under his

control. Mr.Mackall, thereupon, withdrew his langnage and

d.
bridge ihen expresﬁ%his regret that he hed on his part meade

expresced his regret that he had made usecof it, and Mr’St00k¥
/

use of language wnich was capable of being misunderstocd.
Withoul seeking for a moment to palliate the cifense so
far as the Court is concerned, and without presuming in any

way to express an opinion as to the treatment of the mattier

| by the Court we take the libverty of saying that we can our—

selves only account for such cornduet on the part of two men-
bers of the Bar who heve contributed so much tc the henor of
the profession and who have always so punctiliously upheld
its dignity, by supposing, that beczuse they were not engaged

in the trial of the case they forgot tneir presence in the



Court Roomn. The other features of the

Q

ase are somewhat
unusual, and both parties seem toc have had brought to bear
upon them, at least in their own judgment, the utmocst temp-
tation which high opirited wen are called upon to face. Wnile
this fact can not excuse, it at least explains behavoir so in~
concistent with their dignified and useful profeccional ca-
reers,

Mr . Mackall and ir.Stocekbridge will,of course, personally
present their public apoiogies to the Court. It can thén
only be deterinined by your Honor whether the public mortifi-
cation to which they have been subject and which 1s accentua-
ted by the exceptionally formal character of this ocecasion
is a sufficient punishment and sufficiently vindicates the
dignity of the Court or whether Turther action should ve
taken.

J.I.Cohen

Francis K,Carey.
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| TH THE SUPREME BENCH OF BALTIMORE CITY.
E | IN THE MATTER

of

THOMAS B. MACKALL and
HENRY STOCKBRIDGE JR.
|(TO THE HONORABLE THE JUDGES OF THE SUPREME BENCH

OF BALTIMORE CITY:-

} The separate ancwer of Thomas B. Mackall tc the rule of
the Supreme Bench of Baltimore City, passed on the seventeenth
day of January, in the year eighteen hundred and ninety-eix
3requ1ring him to shecw cauce why he "should not be susgpended
ifrom practice or othefwise dieciplinec for alleged publie
micbehavior, dicorderly conduct and breach of the peace in

cpeﬁ court, to wit, the said Beltimore City Court, on the

|fourteenth day of January, in the year eighteen hundred and

ninety-cix", respectfully shows;

;B
That on the seventieenth day of January, in the vear
;eighteen hundred and ninety-eix, in obedience to a notifica-
Stion of hig Hongy Judge Pheldpe, the Juége assigned tc said
Baltimore City Court, this respondent presented himself at the
bar of eaid Baltimore City Court, and that in answer to the

statement made by Judge Phelps that he had referred the matter

to this Honorable Court but that before presenting the prder
:passed thereby he would receive any personal statements or
lexplanations wich either of the parties concerned desired to
meke, Mr. Francigc XK. Carey rose and presented to the Court on
|behalf of himeslf ana Mr, Jacob I. Cohen and other members of M

- 4 S
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Ibar a written statement prepared after conference with this
|respondent, Mr. Henry Stockbridge,dr., and Mr. William Shepard
|Bryan, Jr., a copy of whicth statement is herewith filed as part

lof this Answer marked "T7T. B. M. Exhibit No. 1*.

3 o

That thie respondent in answer totherule to show cause,
lso far as the same relates to the "alleged public misbehavior,
:disorderly conduct and breach of the peace in open Courti" by
lthis respondent, respectfully refers tc the statement of facts
joontained in said Exhibit No. 1 and respectfully prays that
|eo much of sald statement as refers to what took place in said
éBaltimore City Court on said fourteenth day of January, eight-

een hundred and ninety =ix, may be taken ac the answer of this

responcdent with reference thereto.

iT1,
That after that statement had been read by Mr. Carey this
irespondent rose and in the presence of the presiding Judge
Iand the assembled audience publicly madezin substance,the

Ifollowing statement;
I3 :
May it pleace the Court:
, I realize the grav-

1ty of the offente with which I am chargsdanddesire to meke
my humble apoclogy. I had supposed that no man recognized more
fully than I did the necessity of upholding the dignity and
sanctity of a Court of Justice. It will be to me a matter of
1lifeldng regret that I was ever arraigned at thie bar for a
reach of decorum.

Thie paper prepared by the kindness of mutual friends
states substantidly what occurved. -
I would again offer my humble apology to the COurt;7

Imediately afterwards, Mr. Stockbridge also publiecly
| precented his apeclogy to the said Court.

IV,

That after lr. Stockbridge and this respondent had thus




——— ——

presented their public apologiee to the Baltimore City cCourt,
|his Honor, Judge Phelps, proceeded to administer to Mr,Stock-
|bridge and this respondent a severe dnavﬂuﬂmﬂﬁmnhpﬁilic rep-
‘rimand, in which hig Honor.discussed at length the conduct

of Mr. Stockbridge aAr and. thie respondent, and in language
of the gravest and most formal kind characterized this con-

duct in such a manner as to subject Mr. Stockbridge and this

jrespondent to the utmeet public humiliation which it is poss-
|ible for this or any other judicial tribunal to inflict upon
émembers of the bar for such conduct.

| V.

?‘L’fmt after tse hic lionor, Judge Phelps, had thus reprimanded
;this respondent and Mr. Stockbridge,the Clerk read in open |
|Court the order of thie Honorable Court in this matter and - -
tnereupon‘this respondent and Mr. Stockbridge admitted ser-
!vice thereof,

And having thus answered the said rule thic respcndent
isubmite himself to the supreme Bench of Baltimore City for
ileuch action as tc it may ceem proper to be taken in the pre-

}wre g_y i
jmises,ﬂexpressly warvingany exception to the jurisdiction

| 65751141‘4L)‘ 0%3, /O

| s, W

thereof.




